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Application No. 

09/926,781 



Examin r 

C. Melissa Koslow 



Applicant(s) 

MOREL ET AL 



Art Unit 

1755 



Th MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cov r sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-15 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) I3 Claim(s) 1-13 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a), 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) KI Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)M AH b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.S Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attach ment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 3 . 6) □ Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No. 9 



Application/Control Number: 09/926,78 1 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1755 

This application does not contain an abstract of the disclosure as required by 37 
CFR 1 .72(b). An abstract on a separate sheet is required. 

DE 4,330,197, cited in the Information Disclosure Statement, has been considered with 
respect to the provided abstract. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that 
the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

The claimed upper limits of the temperature ranges in the claimed two stage calcination 
process are not taught in the specification. It is suggested to inset the claimed ranges into the 
specification in order to overcome the rejection. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform to current U.S. 
practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign document. 
Applicants use the phrase "typically" throughout the claims. It is unclear if this term is being 
used to represent examples of the broad materials and values or if these are the claimed broad 
materials and values. Also step c) in claim 1 is not clearly defined. The claim states step c) is a 
grinding step in lines 13-14, but lines 10-11 on the next page implies the calcined agglomerates 
are dispersed so as to form a ferrite powder. Thus it is unclear which process is part of the 
inventive process. Claim 12 improperly refers to claim 1 since claim 1 produces a powder, not a 
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cake and a product-by-process claim cannot be written so that a step in the process is excluded. 
The exclusion of the step means the process is no longer that originally claimed. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Greger or 
Schlaudt et al. 

Both of these references teach hexaferrite powder and magnets obtained from the taught 
powders. The taught powders and magnets appear to be identical to those resulting from the 
claimed process, absent any showing to the contrary, since the taught powders are not subjected 
to a grinding step, but are loosely bonded together so they can be easily crushed or dispersed. 
Even though product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination 
of patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not depend on 
its method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the same as or 
obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even though the prior product 
was made by a different process. In re Thorpe, 111 F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 
1985). 

Claims 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Endo et al. 

This reference teaches barium hexaferrite powders that are used in magnetic recording 
media. The taught powders and resulting recording media appear to be identical to those 
resulting from the claimed process, absent any showing to the contrary, since the taught powders 
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are not subjected to a grinding step. Even though product-by-process claims are limited by and 



defined by the process, determination of patentability is based on the product itself. The 
patentability of a product does not depend on its method of production. If the product in the 
product-by-process claim is the same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is 
unpatentable even though the prior product was made by a different process. In re Thorpe, 111 
F.2d 695, 698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Claims 1-12 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) 
under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, set forth in this Office action. 

The claimed process is no taught or suggested by the cited art of record since there is no 

teaching or suggestion in the cited art to include an agent for controlling the microstructure either 

during or before the raw material are ground and there is no teaching or suggestion in the art of a 

hexaferrite cake having the properties set forth in claim 12. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melissa Koslow whose telephone number is (703) 308-3817. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 3:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Bell, can be reached at (703) 308-3823. 

The fax number for Amendments filed under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 6 or After Final 
communications is (703) 872-931 1. The fax number for all other official communications is 
(703) 872-9310. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661 or (703) 
308-0662. 
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C. Melissa Koslow 
Primary Examiner 
Tech. Center 1700 



